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Title of Publication: 
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Other Known Title: 

Pus syman Auditions Number Twenty 

Format: 

DVD 
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Classification: 

The unexcised version of this publication is classified 

as Objectionable. 


The excised version of this publication is classified as 

Objectionable except if the availability of the 
publication is restricted to persons who have 
attained the age of 18 years. 


Descriptive Note: 
Display Conditions: 
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Not Applicable 
Not Applicable 
29 January 2007 
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Components 


Menu: 

Play Movie 



Chapters 



Trailer 


Feature: 

Pussyman Auditions 20 
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Other timed components: 

FBI Warning Notice 

Telephone / Website Sex Notices 

0.07 

3.48 

Total running time: 


81.41 


Excisions: Excisions Recommended But Not Made 

Reasons for excisions: 

Two excisions are required to the third scene of the publication to remove depictions of a 
man acting violently toward a woman during sexual conduct. The placement of these 
depictions in relation to another sexual activity also degrades, dehumanises and demeans a 
woman to a high degree, and the recommended excisions will reduce this effect. 

Summary of reasons 
for classification: 

The DVD Pussyman Auditions 20 is classified as: 

Objectionable. 

The DVD was submitted by New Zealand Customs under 13(1) (a) of the Films, Videos, 
and Publications Classification Act 1993 (FVPCAct) to determine whether it is 
objectionable in terms of s3 of the FVPC Act. 

The DVD is a sexually explicit publication intended for the sexual arousal of adult men. 
The Classification Office recommended two excisions to be made to remove depictions of 
violence in association with sexual conduct. The importer of the publication was given 20 
working days to respond. No response was received within this time-frame, therefore the 
publication is classified as objectionable. 

The classification of this publication interferes with the freedom of expression, but this is 
an outcome that is consistent with Parliament's intention that publications which degrade 
dehumanise and demean persons to a high extent and degree may be classified as 
objectionable to protect the public good. 
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